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13. Shares—Underwriting of shares—Form of underwriting 
—a—s to apply for shares.—Holophune v. Hesseltine, 
APP., . 
14, Winding up—Borrowing powers—Common officers—Irre- 
—notice—proof in winding up.—Hampshire Land Co., Re, 
OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 136 
15. Winding up—Contributory—Paid-up shares—Bonus shares 
1867 (30 & 31 Vict. o. 131), s. 25.—Alkaline Reduc- 
tion Syndicate, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 10 
16. Winding up—Effect of order on assets of company—Evidence 
as pathy sears a statement of judges by clerk from office of 
i” Wintine on Fees corel sin eilien ae 
° ing u terest accru ter winding up 
culeo—Dtaiee—Comm es Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 87, 
163.—Higginshaw Mills Oo, Re., Manchester Bank v. Higginshaw 
Mills Co., arr., W.R. 56 


18. Winding up—Voluntary winding up—Landlord and tenant— 
Distress put in before commencement of winding up—Staying pro- 
oeedings—Companies Act, 1862, ss. 87, 134—Mining lease—Power 
of distress ing to chattels on premises other than those demised 
by the lease—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), ss. 4, 6— 
Bills of Sale Act (1878) Amendment Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), 
as. 3, 8.— Roundwood Colliery Co., Re, Lee v. RoundwoodColliery Co., 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 97; W.R. 217 

See also Contract, 1; Corporation; Practice, 7; Solicitor, 2 ; 

Trustee, 3. 

COMPENSATION— 
See Railway. 
CONTRACT— 
1. Author and publisher—Agreement with a limited company— 
i ity of contract.—Grifiths v. Tower Publishing Co., OH.D. 
STIRLING, J.,8.J. 29; W.R. 73. 

2. Delivéry as escrow—Evidence to show no contract.—Patile v. 
Hornibrook, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 81; W.R. 123 

3. Personal service—Specific performance—‘‘ Exclusive ” service 
—Injunction—Negative covenant, When to be implied.—Mutual 
ae Fund Life Association v. New York Insurance Oo., APP., 

4. Vendor and purchaser—Specific performance—Letters—In- 
quiry as to time for completion— Open term.—Simpson v. Hughes, 
CH.D, ROMER, J., 8.J. 170; W.R, 221 

See also Bankruptcy, 1; Company, 8, 13; Sale of Goods; 


, 4, 6 
CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Divorce, 3; Landlord and Tenant, 1 ; Married Woman, 6, 7 
COPYHOLD— 
Heriot—Heriot custom—Power to seize beast off manor,— 
Western v. Bailey, arr., W.R. 115 
COPYRIGHT— 
’ ‘Work first published abroad—Copies lawfully printed in country 
where work published—Importation into United Kingdom for 
sale or hire—Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. o. 45), ss. 2, 15, 17— 
International Copyright Act, 1844 (7 & 8 Vict. c. 12), ss. 2, 3, 10, 
— Pitt Pitts v. George, arr., 8.3.45; W.R. 164 
- vl 
uest—Verdict of manslaughter—Inquisition quashed—Q 
(Fencing) Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. 0.19), 8. 3.—Reg. v. Oxford 
Circuit (Clerk of Assize), Q.B.D., §.J. 211 


CORPORATION— 
Chairman—Meeting—Refusal of chairman to submit resolution 
—Right of action.—Breay v. Browne, .B.D., 8.J, 159 
See Mortgage 
: Administration ; County Court, 1; , 1; Patent, 1; 
Poor Law, 1; Practice, 2, 3, 4, 15, 20; Solicitor, 2-5, 7-9 
COUNTY COURT— 
1, Costse—Administration suit—Insolvent estate— Taxation — 
of registrar—County Court Rules, 1889, ord. 50a, r. 20. 
—Pain v. Bowden, 2.3.D., W.R. 48 ‘ 

2. Practice—Remitted action—Counter-claim— When notice of a 
defence must be given—Ord. 10, rr. 10 and 11; ord. 33, r. 2, of 
the County Court Rules.— Thomas v. Hodgens, 9.3.D., 8.J. 112 

3. Practice—Service out of the jurisdiction—Transfer of action 
to High Court—County Courts Act, 1888, ss. 67, 68, 164—Coun 
Court Rales, 1889, ord. 51, r. 23—Judicature Act, 1875, s. 17 ‘ 
Se ae 2,.— Wood v. Middleton, OH.D. STIRLING, J., SJ. 157; 


COVEN ANT— 
See oar ag 3; Creditors’ Deed; Landlord and Tenant, 5; 


@REDITORS’ DEED— 
Covenant not to sue debtor—Action by creditor—A:sent to deed. 
—Lee, Re, Patteson v. Miles, H.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 12 





CRIMINAL LAW— 
1. of assault—Conviction at quarter sessions of common 
anaeaanaons of jury upon o' counte—Case sent for 
trial to assizes upon these countse—Plea of autrefois convict.—Reg. 
v. Grimwood, LEWES ASSIZES (POLLOCK, B.), 8.J. 98 

2. Disturbance in churchyard—‘‘ Any person”—Clergyman— 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 32, s. 2.-—Vallancey v. Pletcher, Q.B.D., 8.J. 210 

3. Embezzlement—Assistant overseer—Servant of inhabitants or 
of parish council—Poor Relief Act, 1819 (59 Geo. 3, c. 12), s. 7— 
Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), ss. 5, 81.—Reg. 
v. Smallman, ©.0.8., §.J, 48 ‘ 

4. Obtaining goods by false pretences—Evidence.—leg. v. King, 
0.0.R., 8.3, 49 

See also Trade Union 
DIVORCE— 

1. Practice—Notice of trial—Sufficiency—Divorce Rules, 44 and 
47.—Fluister v. Fluister, APP., 7 126 men 

2. Practice—Sequestration—Damages against co-respon - 
Interest of co-respondent in settlement—Motion against the 
trustees.— Craig v. Craig,.P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 64 

3. Variation of ement—Death of itioner after decree 
absolute—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 61) 6. 5— 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 19),.s. 3—Conveyancing 
and Law of Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict..¢. 41), 8, 39.— 
Thomson v. Thomson, APP., W.R. 134 

ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 

Use of black gown in pulpit—Conditional 

Legality.—Robinson Re, Wright v. Tugwell, aPP., 
ELECTION LAW— 

1. Registration — Parliament — Franchise — Old lodger claim — 
Omission of part of declaration—Mistake—Power of amendment— 
Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. 
e 26), s. 28, sub-section 2.—Francis v. Metcalfe, Q.B.D., 8.J. 82; 

R, 174 

2. Registration—Parliament—Borough vote—Disqualifying alms 
—Reform Act, 1832 (2 &3 Will. 4, c. 45), s. 36.—Cowen v. Kingston- 
upon-Hull (Town Clerk), @.B.D., 8.J. 158 < 

3. istration—Parliament— Objection to voter—Closing the 
list—28 & 29 Vict. c. 36, s. 15.—Reg. v. Soden, Q.B.D., 8.J. 144 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY— 

See Master and Servant, 2 

ESTOPPEL— 
See Insurance, 1 
EXECUTOR— 

1, Administration— Wilful default.— Roberts, Re, Knight v. 
Roberts, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J, 209 

2. Bankrupt— Co-executor — Injunction restraining bankrupt 
executor from acting—No receiver.—Bowen v. Phillips, CH.D. 
KEKEWIOCH, J., §.J. 188 . 

8. Delay in taking out probate—Wilful default—Acting as 
executor.—Stevens, Re, Cook v. Stevens, OH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J, 225 

also Inland Revenue, 2; Mortgage, 1 


see bead machin Factory and Workshop Acts, 1878 (41 
1. us inery— orkshop » 
& 42 Vict. c. 16), 8. 5; 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 75), 8. 6.—Hindle v. 
Birtwistle, 9.B.D., §.J. 171; W.R. 207 
2. Justices—Cotton Cloth Factories Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 
62), s. 13—Penalties for Offences—Penalty not reducible under 


uest of money— 


. 96; W.R. 181 


section 4—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49).— 
Osborn v. Wood, Q.B.D., 8.J, 143 
FISHERY— 


1. Licence to fish—Interference with sport—Parties—Grantee— 
.—Fitagerald v. Firbank, 0H.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 127 
2. Shell-fish—Removal from fishery—The Sea Fisheries Regula- 
tion Act, 1888.—Thomson v. Burns, Q.B.D., §.J. 143 


See Landlord and Tenant, 3; Mortgage, 2 
FooD— 
See Adulteration, 1, 2 
FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 
Lands in Ceylon—Trust—Proof of—Absolute conveyance— 
preset a (29 Car. 2), 8. 7.—De la Rochefoucauld v. Boustead, 
arp., §.J. 1 


a gee eae 
1. Failure of objects—U: fund—Bona vacantia. —Cun- 
nack v¥. Edwards, a. wo” 
2. Preferential payment— Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 60), s. 15, sub-section 7 having in his possession 
by virtue of his office a society’ , Unauthorized 


‘8 money: 
receipt of money by.—Aberdein’s Estate, Re, Hazow v. Aberdein, 
OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 12 

See also 


Charity, 2 
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caMING— 
of one. bet.in.a. atreet— 
«guy Oe aang bates 
er occasions.— Whickham v.. Ashe,.Q.B:D.,. $8.3: 211 
erg oe ee in licensed house-of bets. won—No evidence 


as to making of bets—Betting House Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 
119), s. 3,— Bradford v. Dawson, Q.B.D., §.J, 160 


gAs— 
Receivers and managers—Arrears d 
—‘‘ Oocupier ”—Inco! tenant—Gaswor Gee het 1 7 4 
& 11 Vict. c. 15), s. 1 works Clauses Act, 1871 (34 & 35 
o, 41), ss. = 39—Gas Light and Coke Oo.’s ‘Act, 1872 35 Viet ow 
cxxiii.), s. 18.—Patersonv. Gas Light and}Coke Uo., arr., W.R. 39 


HACKNEY CARRIAGE— 

See Metropolis, 5 

HERIOT— 
See Copyhold 
INJUNCTION— 

See Contract, 3; Executor, 2; Master and Servant, 1; 
Metro , 6; Practice, 3, 7,14; Bale of Goods ; Trade Name; 
Trade nion 

INLAND REVENUE— 
1. Estate duty — Settlement — Apportionment—Finance Act; 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 6-9, Wwhin” Re, Moyrich v. 
Hargreaves, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 97; W.R. 120 
2. Estate duty—Will—Leascholds—8 bequest—General 
nal estate—Executor—Assent—Vesting—Finance Act, 1894 (57 
58 Vict. c. 30), s. 9, sub-section Da verhouse, Re, Cook v. 
Culverhouse, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W. 

3. Income tax—County Council.-Tatereat received on loans-~~ 
ee ae County mer v. o> APP., Lacy heel 95 

4. Stam’ uty—Agreement—Weekly pa: Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), — ~ciford ¥. v. Inland “need Rae 
Commissioners, Q.B.D., W. 

5. —— 5 n= Barat on sale—Contract: for sale—Shsare 
in Colo patent—Licence to use patent—* —* Pro- 
perty locally situate out of the United Kingdom ”—. e of 

ejusdem a. Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s. 59, sub- 
athe 1.—Smelti of Australia v. Inland. Revenue Commis- 
sioners,. Q.B.D., W.R..61; app., W.R. 203 

6. Stamp duty—Marketable a of foreign ; com- 

Security ‘ * jagued, 9”? ¢6é offered ‘or sul scri tion or “ 
pang ite sa ” in United Kingdom—Stamp Ae 1891 (54 
Vict. c. 39), s. 82, sub-section 1 (b).—Chicago Foreniaal 
Elevator Co, v¥: Inland avons Gomntonioner ty, WB 158 


See also Company, 4 


INNKEEPER— 
Duty—Right of = to continue in inn—Traveller.—Lamond v. 
Richards, Q.B.D., 8 
ie tart wi wat bree pid 
1. Bu policy signed an —Payment o: 
Condition ent—Recital that premium had been paid— 
Estoppel—Waiver.— Roberts v. Seowrity Co., aPp., 8.J.95; W.R. 
214 
2. Marine—Meaning of “ final port.”—Crocker 'v. Sturge; Q.B.D., 
8.J. 158 
3. Marine—Policy on ht—Exception—Claim consequent on 
loss of time—Delay cde by peril. of the .sea—Frustration of 
na SE aa v. Thames and Mersey Marine Insurance. Ge.,. 
APP. 114 


4, Marine—Salvage—Absence of sea —Towage services— 
Award—Conclusiveness of ju it of . Division as to 
~ ia of sea peril.— v. Machinnon, arr., W.R, 

See also Bankruptcy, 12 
JOINT TENANCY— 

Freeholds—Leaseholds—Severance on of female joint 
tenant—Leases by one joint tenant and of other joint 
tenant.—Palmer v. Rich, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8:J. 111; W.R. 205 

JUSTICES— 
1, Bias—Disqualification.—Lees, Hx parte, @BD.,8.J. 12 


2. Bias—Hearing of an. application for renewal of 
cular sent to magistrates to attend.—Reg. v. London Justices, 
Kerfoot, Ex , @B.D., 8.5.13; W.B, 58 


mi Dog— bies—Refusal to hear an information or complaint— 
Jardin Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43),.s. 14.—Fits- 
den pod 8.J..188 


Local government—Public health—Insufficient 

tr events asa ae authority—Notice—Non- 

win a ~_ a —. 1891 - & 55 

c. » 8 » 8u -section . . ‘ackney, eatry ww 
Hutton, 2.B.D., 8.J. 30; W.R. 92 ' 
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Validity of: war- 


Jurisdiction—Search warrant—Information— 
rani—Liniity of magia —vones ¥. German, 2.2. W.R. 


6. Licensing la en rear —oa 
—Oosts—“ P. Jurisdiction to onder y coste— 
Gamay Trion ek sh Bares wake 


See also Common, 2; Factory, 2; Married Woman, %'3)'4; 
Vaccination, 1-4 


}ABSLARD and TENANT— 


of suoh. licence” Seat 
ary. Ta0d (68 88 Vie 0-18). Stiaiveas Jnana 
2. Liability of landlord for injury to es = elem ow 
—Defective premises — Weekly tenancy.—Lane v. 
ae: 142 
3. Mortgage—Tenant’s satene_Reerliy-Righina et 
gages in ee v. Jen- 
— @B.D., W. 
. Notice to ait veath —Sir calendar months— 
Salton oheanan Seemann otiee insufficient. — Travers 


v. ——, Q.B.D., $.J. 29; wR 
Underlease—Covenants to repair—Measure of damages.— 
Conga ee OT Oi W.R .50 


See also Company, 1 
LANDe CREDDES BOD 
Taking lands—Part of Material detriment to remain- 
der—New sccess to b way Clauses Act, 1845 (8 & 9 
Ses s. 68—Lands Act. 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), «. 
92— , Sheffield, and Lincolnshire spel pase akrth 1892 
(56 & 57 Vict. ¢. oxxix.), 8. 42—Costs of special Arbitration 


Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), es. 7, Bo Tony ond. Manche, 
&e., ieee Co.’ rp ice hehe Fig APP. 


See Company, 18; Inland Revenue, 2; Joint Tenancy; Land- 
lord and Tenant, 5; Solicitor, 8; Water, 1 ! 


LICENSING LAW— 


Bale in prohibited hours—Bond fide traveller—Consamption off 
premises—Licensing Act, 1874, ss, 9, 10:—AMountifield.v. Ward, 
ase enn, 8J. 210 “ 
also Justices, 6 


LIMITATION, oe of— 


Act, i633 (2 Will, 2. ome he Set 
whom another person is said to claim ”— App 
estate, interest, right, or possibility "Real Limitation 
Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 57), as. 1, 2, 9.—Devon's Batted: Hetates, 
Re, White-v. Devon, CH.D, CHITTY, 5, W.R. 26 

Seealso Bankruptcy, 5; Trustee, 1 


; 
& 
g 
5 
: 
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3. drain different houses, with 
ow to Health Act, 1875 (38. & 
Vict. c. 55), 8. 4, 23, Health Acts Amendment Act, 


Officer — ‘of 
vestry—29 & 30 Viet..c. 31, as. 1, 3, 4.—Reg..v.' Bromley Vestry, 
—. 8.J. 13 res 

6. Paving So echool—‘‘ Oharge upon 
penne ee ee (38 & 39 
ict. c. 55), 88. 150 and 257—BSelicel Sites Aut, 1841 (4&5 Vietwo. 
Se ne ee ee Smith, 0H.D. KEKEWICH,/J,, 


7, Public health—Tenant for of 


life—Remainderman— Expense 

Public 1891 & 56 Viet. 
ae ta 121.—Lever, four, is Corded aes ena NORTH, 
bey ; 


’ ‘B.1 
of notices by post—"‘ Prepaid letter "—Evidence of 
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service—Public Health Act, 1875 (88 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 257, 267. 
— Walthamstow Urban District Council v. Henwood, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
Bas os 67; W.R. 124 
See also Criminal Law, 3; Justices, 4 
LONDON BUILDING ACTS— 
See Metropolis, 1-3 
LORD'S DAY— 
See Sunday Trading 
MANDAMUS— 
See Charity, 1; Metropolis, 9 
mene 93.7 Min WwoMAN— 
Bankruptcy—Married woman carrying on # trade tely 
Ped her hus —Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vict. c. 75), 8. 1 (5)—Notice of intention to suspend pa yment— 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 4 (1) A. rite, 
Re, Soane, ‘Ex parte, BKcY., W.R. 79 
2, Justices—Conviction—Order of tes—Procedure on 
Jurisdiction (Married Gens Act, 1895 (58 & 
ict. c. 39), s. 11.—Manders v. Manders, Q.B.D., 8.J. 226 
3, Justices—Maintenanoe—Desertion—Cohabitation— Parties not 
living under same roof—Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
rie we ig 58 ~ tt Vict. c. 39), s. py base = v. Bradshaw, P.D. 
A.D., 
4, he jurisdiction—Persistent cruelty causing 
wife to live mtinuing offence—Limit of time—Six months 
urisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. 
c. 30), ss. 4, 8—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 
43), 8. 11.—Ellis v. Ellis, P.p. & A.D., WR. 144 
5. Separate estate—Restraint on anticipation—Limitation not 
containing words ‘‘ te use ”_Estate “ without impeachment 
of waste ”’—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 
75).—Lumley Re, Hood-Barrs, Ex parte, arr., W.R, 147 
6. Separate estate—Restraint on "a+ eeene whsghed of court to 
remove restraint, when exercised—Conveyancing and Law of 
Property Ae, 188 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. ¢,41),8. 39.—Pollard’s Settlement 
APP., 18 
ms estate — Restraint on anticipation — Removal of 
restrain’ i married woman’s interest in property by order 
with her consent—‘‘ Where it appears to the court to be for her 
benefit »—Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 
Vict. c. 41), s. 39.—Stewart Re, Keown Boyd v. Gilmour, OH.D, 
STIRLING, J., 8.J, 80 
See also Joint Tenancy ; Practice, 10; Will, 4 
MASTER and SERVANT— 
asi Dismissal of servant—Injunction.—Pottle v. Sharpe, Arr., 
2, ‘Ras er’s liability—Action by foreman engineer—‘‘ Work- 
man” employed in manual labour—Non-suit—Employers and 
Workmen Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 90), s. 10; Employers’ 
meeny Emr? 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 42), s. 8. —Dennis v. Forbes. 
Q.B.D. 


144 

3. Negligence of servant—Effective cause of injury—Interven- 

Ae _— act by third party.—Znglehart v. Farrant, arr., 
1 


MAYOR'S COURT— 
- Bee Practice, 11 
METROPOLIS— 

1. Building—County council—Dangerous structure—Notice to 
remove or Recovery of expenses—Ministerial duty of 
county London Building Act, 1894.—London County 
Council v. Hobbis, 9.B.D., 8.J. 143 

2. Acte—P, arty structure notice—Adjoining owner— 

under building agreement— London Build- 


Possession 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), s. 90, s. 5, sub-sections 29 
=i 32.—List v. Tharp, CH.D. CHITTY, L.J., 8.J. 188 
8. Building or structure or work—Seats at exhibition—Tem- 
Verma v3 erection—London Building Act, 1894, ss. 145, 200.— 
‘enner VY. en Q.B.D., §.J. 210 
io owes Onenond drain Ing ~~ before 1848— 
etropolis Management Act, 1855 
(18 & 1 Tick 0 c. 120), ss. as. 68, 69, 250—Metropolis ent 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 112.—Appleyard v. Lambeth 
Tosh , @.B.D., 8,J. 113; W.R. 173 
5. curriage — Railway station—‘‘ Place ’”—Whether 
railway station is a ‘“‘place”—London Hackney Carriage Act, 
1858 (16 & 17 Vict, c. 33), 8. 17, sub-section 2.—Kippins, Ex parte, 
Q.B.D., W.R, 188 
6. Nuisance—Injunction or aa» Removal of 
refuse—Duty of lnsdowner—Pe th (Lom m) Act, 1891, 
88. or edged ~General v. Tod-Heatley, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
dey 


7. Nuisance order— Recovery of costs and expenses—Limitation 


at tiene —Bamsnary Juriediction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 


; Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), ss. 
” 117.—Hammersmith Vestry v. Lowenfeld, .B.D., W.R. 60 
. Public Health—Unsound meat—Sale or exposure for sale— 
ines subsequent to sale—Purchase by a customer—Liability of 
seller to ty—Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 
Vict. c. 76), s. 47, sub-sections 2, 3.—Billing v. Prebble, 9.3.D., 8.J, 
170; We 187 
9. Sewer—Drain—Liability to Writ of mandamus~ 
Action for declaration of right—-Ord. 25, r. 5.—Reg. v. Camberwell 
Vestry, Q.B.D., 8.3. 227 
10. Sewer—Drain—New sewer—House insufficiently drainei— 
Liability of owner to make new drain—Metropolis Management 
Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 69, 73.—St. Martin in the Fields 
Vestry v. Ward, apr., 8.J. 64; W.R. 81 


11. Street— New street *_Paving Apportionment 
—Road partially built along—Metropolis ment Act, 1855 
(18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), s. gag, age ement Amend- 


ment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), ss. 77, 112.—St. Mary, 
Battersea, Vestry ¥. Palmer, Q.B.D., 8.J. 49 ; W.R. 110 
12. Street music—Refusal to go away from neighbourhood— 
Street Music Act, 1864 (27 4 28 Vict. c. 55), s, 1.— 
Shields v. Howard, Q.3B.D., mas ahaa 
See also Poor Law, 3, 


Se . 

. Costs — Practice — Foreclosure action—Administration pro- 
inline combined with foreclosure action—Executor’s costs— 
Costs relating to the security.—Banks, Re, Daws v, Banks, ou.D. 
ROMER, J., W.R. 206 

2. Fixtures—Gas engine fixed to the soil—Right of owner of 
engine, by contract wi pose a to remove engine—Mortgagee 

possession—Absence of notice of contract.—Hobson v. 

Gorringe, APP., 8,J. 154 

3. Right to redeem—Remainderman.—Prout v. Cock, OH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 157 

4. Tender—Cash and ch ue—Authority of creditor’s solicitor— 
Payment under protest.—Blumberg v. Life Interest and Reversionary 
Securities Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J, 130 

See also Company, 17; Landlord and Tenant, 3 


PARTNERSHIP— 

1, Administration — Debt — Spanish firm—Separate estate of 
deceased partner—Lex fori.—Doetsch, Re, Matheson v. Ludwig, 
CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 57 

2, Dissolution—Covenant to make payments out of profits— 
Implied covenant not to dissolve partnership.— Mitchell v. Foster, 
CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 226 

3. Insolvent partner—Ji udgment debtor in both High Court and 
county court actions—Paid out by solvent partner—Application 
for charging order on moneys accruing from the ership— 
Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. o. 39), s. 23, sub-section 2.— 

Edmondson v. Harrison, Q.B.D., §.J. 128 

See also Bankruptcy, 2, 4, 9; Solicitor, 6 

PATENT— 

1, Practice—Costs—Leave to amend—Ineffectual amendment— 
Patents, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict, c. 57), 
8. 19.—Deeley’s Patent, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 97 

2. Threats—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s, 32. 
—Douglass v. Pintsch’s Patent Lighting Co.,0H.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 108 


PENSION— 
See Bankruptcy, 7; Police 
POLICE— 

Pension—Continui ty for formance of 5 
Medical evidence—Police —_— eo ‘af & 54 Vict, c, 45), ss. 1, 
(3) (4) (7), 12.—Reg. v Lord Leigh, arp., 8.J, 65 
ge 2 Ee ea 

i itation of tim gmen ians to 
pay costs—Taxation—Debt, claim, or demand i ie penton 

ue—Poor Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 
49), s. 1.—Manchester, &c., Railway Co. v. Doncaster Guardians, 
APP., “SJ. 45; W.R. 82 

2, Loan—Repayment—Union Loans Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 
45), s. 5—Poor Law Loans Act, 1871 (34 Vict. c. 11), s. 2.— West 
Derby Union v. Metropolitan Life Assurance Society, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
8.J. 28; W.R. 90 

3. Rating—Appeal—Assessment committee—Objection— Union 
Assessment Committee Act, 1862, s. 19—Valuation of Property 
a a 1869, ss. 11, 32.—Reg. v. London Justices, East 

n Waterworks Co., Es parte, Q.B.D., §.J. 211 

4. Rating—Arrears—Right of distress—Change of occupation— 
Receivers and managers appointed the court—No order for 
delivery of possession of premises—Poor Law Act (43 Eliz. oc. 2), 
s. 2—Metropolitan Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), 





s. 161—Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vict. c. 41), s. 16.—Marriage, Neave, & Co., Re, app., W.R. 42. - 
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5. Rating—Exemptions—County council offices-- User foradminis- 
trative purposes—Joint occupation with quarter sessions.—Middle- 
sex County Council v. St. George’s Union, arr., §.J.79; W.B. 215 

6. Rating—Exemption—Society instituted for the p of 
science, literature, or fine arts—Supported by voluntary contri- 
butions—Art Union—6 & 7 Vict. c. 36, s, 1.—Savoy (Overseers) v. 
Art Union of London, .L., W.R, 34 

7. Rating—Thames Conservators—Rateability of new offices of 
Conservators—Thames Conservancy Act, 1857 0 & 21 Vict. c. 
cxlvii.)}—Thames Conservancy Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. clxxxvii.), 
s. 289—Blackfriars Bridge Act (7 Geo. 3, c. 37).—Thames Oon- 
servators ¥. City of London Assessment Oommittee, Q.B.D., §.J. 142 

8. Rating—Tithe rent-charge—Deduction—Rectory—Liability 
to i cel.—Llanfyllin Union v. St. Asaph (Dean and 
ay Se 8.J. 160; W.R. 223. app., 8.J. 224 

80 


ice, 1 
POWER— 

1. Appointment—Deed more than thirty years old—Presumpti 
of law—Execution by attorney.—Airey, Re, Atrey v. Si 
OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J.,8.J. 128 

2. Appointment — Defective exercise of general power. — 
Whitaker, Re, Ainley v. Ainley, CH.D, ROMER, J., 8.J, 209 

See also Administration 
PRACTICE— 

1. Appeal—Court of Appeal—Criminal cause or matter—Poor 
rate—Di warrant—Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), 
s. 47.—Seaman v. Burley, arr., W.R. 1 

2. Costs—Administration action—Defendant trustees—Severance 
of defence—Discretion of court—Unreasonable carrying on of 

i R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1.—Jsaac, Re, Cronbach v. 


uk ApP., §.J, 224 
3. Costs—Consent — Injunction.— A -General v. Wembley 
97 
inst order 


Urban District Council, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 

4, Costs— Security for costs of appeal—Appeal 
for attachment—Ord. 58, r. 15.—Hood-Baars v. Heriot (No. 2), 
App., W.R. 17 

5. Discovery—Interrogatories—Criminal or penal proceedings— 
Right to discovery—Rivers Pollution Prevention Act, 1876 (39 & 
40 Vict. c. 75), ss. 3, 10.—Derbyshire County Council v. by 
(Mayor), aPrp., W.R. 3 

6. Evidence—Letters of request to take evidence before foreign 
tribunal—Discretionary power of court.—Hhrmann v. Ehrmann, 
app., W.R. 149 

7. Injunction—Wilful, or casual and accidental disobedience— 
Company—Sequestration of property.—Fairclough v. Manchester 
Ship Canal Oo., arp., §.J, 225 

8. Irish decree enrolled in English Court of Chancery—41 Geo. 
3, c. 90, s. 6—Non-observance of Irish decree—Motion to commit. 
—Newell v. Newell, cH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J, 66 

9, Judgment—Administration— Priorities—Li to sign judg- 
ment under R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14, not acted upon— 8G. 1883 
ord. 41, rr. 3, 4.—Gurney, Re, Clifford v. Gurney, OH.D. KEKEWICH, 
Sia age W.R. 92 

10. Judgment debtor—Married woman—Inquiry as to separate 
estate—Examination of third person—Ord. 42, 2. 32.—-Hood- Barrs 
v. Heriot (No. 1), arp., W.R. 1 

11. Mayor’s court—Jurisdiction—Part of cause of action arising 
outside the city—Prohibition.—Bowler v. Barberton Development 
Syndicate, aPp., 8.J. 126 ; W.R. 162 

12, Parties—Adding defendants—Alternative relief—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 16, rr. 7, 11.—Bennetts v. MacIlwraith, arp., W.R, 17 

13. Parties-— Adding defendants—Breach of trust—Claim to 
follow trust money—Indemnity—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 48.— 
Wynne v. Tempest, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 127; W.R. 183 

14. Parties—Joinder of defendants — Nuisance — Injunction— 
R. 8. C., 1883, r. 4.—Sadler v. Great Western Railway Co., H.L., 


W.R. 51 
16. Parties—Joinder of plaintiff—Consent of to be joined 
—* His own consent in writing”—R. 8. C. 1883, ord, 16, r. 11— 


Common Law Procedure Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 76), s. 34— 
Striking out name after order for payment of costs by plaintiffs— 
Costs, by whom payable.—Fricker v. Van Grutten, app., W.R. 53 

16. Parties—Pauper—Leave to sue in forma pauperis—Affidavit 
Case and opinion of counsel made an it—Right of defendant 
to inspeet ibit—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, rr. 23, 24,—Sloane v. 
Britain Steamship Co., apr., §.J. 126; W.R. 203 

17. Parties—Person made yy to action without authority— 
Discontinuance of action—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 26, r. 1.—Gold Reefs 
of Western Australia v. Dawson, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J, 111 

18. Parties—Representation order under ord. 16, r. 32—Will— 
Construction— Res judicata—Acquiescence.—Lart, Re, Wilkinson v. 
Blades, OH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 27 

19. Receiver—Action for recov of land—Juri 


ery urisdiction— 
—— Court of Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c, 66), s. 25, 
sub-section 8,—Foawell v. Van Grutten, arr., §.J, 80 








20, Trial—Judge refers matters in dispute to referee—Costs of 
taking up a i 


—Oosts of action.—Perkins v. Coombs, @.B.D., 
8.J. 81 


See also Bankruptcy, 8; County Court, 3; Metropolis, 9 ; 
Maton 1; Pau en 


Stockbroker—Undisclosed principal—Account between 
broker—Set-off- broker becomes a 


and country defaulter 
—Rules of the a es of London broker to 
principal.—Craig v. 8 ’ > . 226 
See also Company, 8, 13 
PROBATE— 

1. ae ae of receiver lite—J urisdiction 
—Pending suit— Wi Act, 1873 (36 & 37 
wE a 66), s. 25, su 8.—Salter v. Salter, APpP., 

2. Will — Condition. — Spratt, In goods of, PD. & A.D, 


W.R. 159 
3. Will—Lost will—Proof of will—Motion—Consent of next of 
kin—Next of kin minors. — Pearson, In goods of, P.D. & AD. 
W.R, 143 
See also Executor, 3 


PROXY— 
See Company, 4 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Justices, 4; Local Government, 1-3, 6-8; Metropolis, 6-8 


GUARRY— 
See Coroner 
moma Land let at low rent for public park—Proviso 
Com: ion— ren’ ic park— 
for re-entry if land compulsorily (ahab-Eeaik teiven by com 
—Principle of compensation. — Morgan and London and North- 
Western Railway Co.’s Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., W.R. 176 
See also Lands Clauses Acts ; -wall 
RECEIVER— 
See Bankruptcy, 4, 8; Company, 3; Gas; Poor Law, 4; 
Practice, 19 
REGISTRATION— 
See Election Law, 1-3 
RENT-CHARGE— 


Tenant for years—Personal liability—Charitable Trusts (Re- 
Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 17), ss. 3, 


covery 5, sub-section 2.—Herbage 
Rents Charity, Re, Charity v. Green, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., W.R. 74 
RIVER— 
See Practice, 5 


’| SALE of GOODS-—— 


1. Goods delivered “‘ on sale or return "—Passing of ae ge 
‘* Adopting the of Foo Firkhon of Goods 
Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict.-c. 71), 8. 18, r. 4 (a).—Kirkham 


v. Atten- 

ee app., 8.J. 141; W.R. 213 
2. Injunction—Misrepresentation that the are those of the 
plaintiff—Interlocutory injunction, when to be granted—Irrepar- 


able injury.—Clark v. Petrocokino, aPp., §.J. 142 


SCHOOL— 
See Local Government, 6 
roa Liability of frontager to repair—P: 
way company—. o ; 
Mes Of Nee Oat Se ene —Land i Act, 1861 

24 & 25 Vict. c. 133).—London and North-Western Railway Oo. v. 

‘obbing Levels Commissioners, Q.B.D., §.J. 128 
SETTLED LAND— 

Tenant for life—Payment to tenant for life to secure concurrence 
in lease—Fine—Best rent—Fraud We sorig aye Bea hoes 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), as. 4, 6,7, 45, 53, 54—Settled Land 
Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 18), s. 6—Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vict. c. 69), s. 7.—Chandler v. Bradley, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J, 
157 


Determinable ** Become pa: 


interest— to or vested in other 
person ”’—Forfeiture.—Brewer, Re, Morton v. Blackmore, CH.D, 
CHITTY, J., W.R. 8 


See also Administration ; » 18; Divorce, 3; 

Inlond Beveuun, 1s Ldaetotions Stabelee ot : 
SHIP— 

1, Admiralty—Practice—Salvage—Right of owners, masters, and 
conme of eabving vente <0 Seaiiee Gee Sine re 
against salved property—Judicature Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. o, 





8 DIGEST. [edad domes) 
77), o, 1B. 8. O 1883, ord. 72, r. 2.—** Marechal Suchet,” The, | TRADE UNION— 
P.D. & A.D., 41 Strike—Picketing—Conspiring to induce persons not te enter 
2. Charter-party— Construction—Salvage services — Limits of | into contracts—‘“‘ Watching or —Interlocutory injunc- ~ 
— Potter v. Burrell, avv., §.J.66; W.R 145 tion—Trade Union Act, F eT (34 & 35 Vict. c. 31), s. 2—Con- 
3. Light dues—Measurement of to Deck cargo—‘‘Goods’’| spiracy and Protection of Pro Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict c. 86), 
—Horses and cattle—Merchant Shi Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. | ss, 3, 7.—ZLyonsv. Wilkins, arp,, W.R. 19 
c. 8Q), 8. 23.— Richmond Hill Steams 'o. ¥. Corporation of Trinity TRUSTEE— 
fund for payment of 


Tite Bee Mgr 
brol Cont ticket —Mer- 1. Breach of trust—Neglect to 
ge —Account—Statutes ‘Trustee Act, 1888 (51 


it. shipping annuity — of 
nd ito, 00. dle Winterton ( » APP., WLR. 103 
2. Discretionary trust— Will—Maintenance lunatic — 
—Refusal to apply trust funds for maintenance.—Boys, Re, Boys 
v. ge OH.D, CHITTY, J., §.J. 111 
9 tg hae, oo y incorporated by Actof Parliament.— 
Sarith, Bo Devtdeon ¢ , OH.D. KEKEWIOCH, J., W.R. 29 
4. Mo of rs, Hah in ag authorizing such in- 
vestments—Duty to oall qe eyed for retaining—Trustees 
acting reamagy and without wilful ult. 
v. Chapman, aPr., W.R. 67 
5. New ie arg eorsegry’ in substitution for bankrupt 
i — Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. o. 53), s. 
25.—Betts, Re, Maclean v. Betts, CH.D. ROMER, J., §.J. 209 
See also Frauds, Statute of; Vendor and » 2 


VACCINATION— 
i. Justices—Mandamus—Refusal to enforce the Vaccination Acts 








Passage 
Act, 1894 (47 & 58 Vict. c. 60), ss. 320, 341, 342.— 
211; W.R 221 
pilotage—Exemption—Ship 


lowden, Q.B.D. 
5. iy decors from 
in Great Britain to port in Europe north and east of Brest— 
Ar my 1894 (57-& 58 Vict. c. 60), s. 625 (3).— 
“ ig wi WR. 38 

6. Salvage— meruit—Oontract entered into with ‘ship- 

master as agent for passengers-—Non-liability of owner of passenger 
ae or deviation—"‘ Mariposa,” The, P.D. & a.D., W.R. 


1, be er owing to solicitor—Assignment of judgment 
recovered—Previous agreement to assign—Validity of assignment. 
Pittman v. Prudential it Bank, app., §.J. 129 

Pe. — —Name o company used ’ without authority—Soli- 

to ax costs.— Gold Reefs of West Australia v. Dawson, 
oe D. NORTH, J 145 


3. Coste—Taxation—Agency ppg cmenergeney 5 pam 
bill.— and Tanner, Re, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 212 

4, Costa— tion—Common order—Moneys received by soli- 
citors in different capacities—Counsel’s fees.—Ze Brasseur and 

, Re, APP., WR 87 87 

é. Taxation—Consolidated actions — Counsels’ 
Devereux v. White, avp., 8.3. 67 

6. Fraud—Unauthorized use of solicitor’s name—Liability of 
innocent solicitor—Negligence—Partnership.—Marsh v. Joseph, 
app., 8.J, 171; W.R. 209 

Te "Remuneration — Disbursements — Interest — Administration | 
i aan Re, Penfield v..McMurdo, 0n.D, NORTH, 3., 8.J. 
114 

8. Remuneration—Lease—Premium — Negotiating fee — Solici- 

tors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44), Order, 

Schedule 1. Part - rule 5.—Horn & Francis, Re, OH.D. CHITTY, 
J., 8.3. 31; W.R.7 

"9. at i carried out underlease—Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881 (45 & 46 Vigt..c. 44)—General Order under 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, Schedule I., Part I., Part I1.—Still 
v. Webb, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 129; W.R. 170 


SPECIFIC. PERFORMANCE— 

See Contract, 3, 4 

STOCKBROKER— 
See Principal and Agent 
SUNDAY TRADING— 

Prosecution—Consent of chief constable—Institution of 
inge—Lord’s Day Observance Act, 1676 (29 ‘Car. 2, c. ron wa 
Amendment Act 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. ©. 87), 6. 1.—Thorpe v. 
Prietnall, 0.8.D., 8.J. 112 ; W.R. 223 

TITHE— 
See Poor Law, 8 
TRADE-MARK— 

1, Descri th word—‘‘ Solio ’—* Reference to the character or 

uality of ” Patents, , and Trade-Marks Acts, 





Jastion-Ofloer Athos ity to inate prosedings 
digg tae 1867, s. 81.—Bramble v. Lowe, 2.B.D., 8.J. 2 
3. Justices—Service ‘of notice—Proof— Vaccination rf 1867, 6. 
31.—Holloway v. Coster, Q.B.D., 8.J, 227 
4, Justi jummons— Order—Vaccination Act, 1867, 8. 31.— . 
Southgate v. Yeovil: Justices, 0.8.D., 8.J..227 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 
1, yo gre debt—Seizure by bailiff—Claimant of Goods— 
a of purchaser.—Goodlock v. Cousins, Q.B.D., §.J. 159 
Will—Trustees—Power of sal of legacies on residue 


ieaiaien of personal estate to debts and specific 1 
Legal esta ip e—-enenaonnes of beneficiaries.—Dyzon & Fowle 
Contract, Re, CH:D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 28 

See also Contract, 4 

ay ona ACTIONS ACT— 

g of Act— 


proceedings commenced before passin 
Version Aton ons Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c, 51).—Chaffers, Re, 
Q. BD. 2 


WATER— 
Rate—Covenant to pay water rate—Lessor and lessee—Water 
— for domestic use—Water for trade purposes— 
rks Clause Act, 1847 (10 & 11 ¢. 17), 8. 3—The New 
River y's Act, 1852 (156 & 16 Vict. c. 160), ss. 35, 38, 40.— 
Floyd v. Lyons, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 157 


WILL— eee 
PR Validity —Macdup v. Mac 


1. oe ang ae > mel 
charitable, 
anf. are ee 164 
Construction—Executory devise of deceased child’s share to 
an equally among “surviving children ’’—Right of sole surviving 
child.—Brown, Re, Brown v. Acomb, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 66 
3. Construction— Latent ambiguity.—Step Stephenson, Re, Donaldson 
v. Bamber, arp., 8.J. 96; W.R. 162 
4. Construction ction—Legecy and share of residue **to be paid” to 


fees.— 








S88 tod 1888 46 & 47 Vict. c. 57, 8. 64; 51 & 52 Vict. c. 50, 6. 
10).—Zastman Photographic Materials Co.’s Trade- Mark, Re, CH.D. 


KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 48 
h of inventor—Patents,'D 
ap oe omy Fay 1888 (31 52 Vict. c. sani a-teondbee nd 
v. Michell, arr., 8.J, 111 
6, —~ t not in common use’”’—Removing from register 
—Patents, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
57), 8. 64.—Bovril Trade~Mark, Re, avr., W.R. 150 


TRADE NAME— 
Fraudulent use—Injanction.—Brinsmead (John) v. Brinemead 
tec Ei), avr., 8.3. 12 





married woman with restraint upon anticipation—Absolute un- 
rast gift.—Fearon, Re, Hotchkin v.. Mayor, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
5. Gift to class at twenty-one—Discretionary trust of interim 
wie .— Wintle, Re, Tucker v. Wintle, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
. Gift for life—Power to Doha of appointment— 
Gilt by implication.— Weekes’ Sdemans, Be , C.D. ROMER, J., 


7. Roveantion-teiianes~haeinmiy- Mntemente, of testa- 
trix after date of will.— Atkineonv. Morris, arr., §.J. 1 
See also Inland Revenue, 2; pen, 18; poate, 2, 3; 
Trustee, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 
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